The projections of experts in politics predict that a new world order will emerge within two decades. Being multipolar, this world will inevitably lead to frictions where civilizations and states will have to decide whether to risk conflict. Very often these decisions are informed if not taken by experts. To estimate risk-taking across civilizations, we examined strategies used in 667,599 chess games played over eleven years by chess experts from 11 different civilizations. We show that some civilizations are more inclined to settle for peace. Similarly, we show that once engaged in the battle, the level of risk taking varies significantly across civilizations, the boldest civilization using the riskiest strategy about 35% more than the most conservative civilization. We discuss which psychological factors might underpin these civilizational differences.
Introduction
Two reports from the National Intelligence Council (Fingar, 2008; Kojtn, 2012) and a report from the European Union (Team, 2010) describe the political dynamics underpinning the social, economic, and cultural changes taking place on a global scale. All three reports come to the conclusion that within the next 10-15 years, the list of countries exerting power over the planet will change, thus setting a new political and economic equilibrium. Since it is the nature of states to secure as many resources as possible and to limit other states' zones of influence (Kissinger, 1995) , it is reasonable to predict divergent interests. Although history has taught states the benefits of resolving problems through cooperation, there will be situations in which confrontations are inevitable. The new dominating countries will express divergent interests that will occasionally crystallize as crises (Lebow, 1981) .
In an era where the leading countries have nuclear power, it is crucial to understand the roots of inappropriate risk-taking. Research in social and cognitive psychology has documented significant cultural differences in risk perception (Weber & Hsee, 1998) and risk-taking (Hsee & Weber, 1999) . In the context of a new world order, a study examining differences in risk-taking on a planetary scale will indicate potential sources of conflict. In what follows, we demonstrate how studying expertise in cross-cultural settings leads to a better understanding of several crucial issues including (a) whether experts from different cultures are equally willing to start a conflict, and (b) whether experts from different cultures display different levels of propensity to risk whilst engaging in conflict.
That states compete to increase their power is a known fact, theorized many centuries ago (Machiavelli, 1532 (Machiavelli, / 2004 . At any given moment, the political dynamics create a condition of equilibrium, responsive to perturbations. 
